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DETAILED ACTION 

Action Background 

1. This action is responsive to the application filing, application filed on 
8/22/2003. 

2. Acknowledgement is made to the applicant's submission of a Preliminary 
Amendment, filed 5/12/2004, wherein the specification was amended, claims 
1-11 and 16-19 were canceled, and claims 20-70 were added. 

3. Acknowledgement is made to the applicant's submission of a Preliminary 
Amendment, filed 3/8/2005, wherein claim 21 was canceled, and claims 12- 
15, 20, 22, 28, 36, 43, 50 and 64 were amended. 

4. Claims 12-15, 20, 22-62 and 64-70 are pending in the case, claims 12, 20, 
22, 28, 36, 43, 50, 57 and 64 are independent claims. 

5. Acknowledgement is made to the applicant's submission of an Information 
Disclosure Statement, filed 2/17/2005. 

Priority 

6. Acknowledgment is made of applicant's claim for foreign priority under 35 
U.S.C. 119(a)-(d) to Korean applications 49966/2002 (filed 8/23/2002) and 
62827/2002 (filed 10/15/2002). The certified copies , of these applications 
haves been filed in the current application. 
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Specification 

7. The amendment filed 5/12/2004 is objected to under 35 U.S.C. 132(a) 
because it introduces new matter into the disclosure. 35 U.S.C. 132(a) states 
that no amendment shall introduce new matter into the disclosure of the 
invention. The added material which is not supported by the original 
disclosure is as follows: "document contents such as a title, a summary and 
the like of a television program can generally be considered metadata." 

Applicant is required to cancel the new matter in the reply to this Office 
Action. 



Claim Objections 

8. The preliminary amendment of 3/8/2005 is objected to because claim 63 is 
not listed, and claim 68 is listed twice. Appropriate action is requested. The 
examiner assumes claim 63 was canceled and the double listing of claim 68 
is erroneous. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

9. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2: 

"The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and 
of the manner and process of making and using it, in such full, clear, 
concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to 
which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and 
use the same and shall set forth the best mode contemplated by the 
inventor of carrying out his invention. " 

10. Claims 12-15, 20, 22-62 and 64-70 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first 
paragraph, as failing to comply with the written description requirement. The 
claim(s) contains subject matter, which was not described in the specification 
in such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art that 
the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had possession of the 
claimed invention. 

11. Regarding claims 12-15, the amendment filed 3/8/2005 adds the 
following limitations: "a metadata fragment related to a television program", 
"adding to-be-deleted fragment to the invalid element' and "the corresponding 
fragment contained in the invalid element are deleted". The examiner has 
reviewed the originally filed specification, and has failed to find support for the 
added limitations. Applicant is required to cancel the new matter in response 
to this office action. 

12. Regarding new claim 20, the amendment filed 3/8/2005 adds the 
following limitations: "updating metadata fragment included in an electronic 
document', "a prescribed metadata fragment is stored at a client', "requesting 
an updated version of said prescribed metadata fragment to a provider", "said 
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prescribed metadata fragment is an invalid fragment', "said prescribed 
metadata fragment is identified by a fragment identification" "deleting said 
prescribed metadata fragment notified as said invalid fragment from said 
client'. The examiner has reviewed the originally filed specification, and has 
failed to find support for the added limitations. Applicant is required to cancel 
the new matter in response to this office action. 
13. Regarding new claims 22-62 and 64-70, the claims are replete with new 
matter. Claims 22-62 and 64-70 are directed toward a method that 
incorporates an "updating" step. Although the originally filed disclosure 
mentions updating in the Summary of the Invention section of the disclosure 
(paragraphs 10 and 11), the Detailed Description of Preferred Embodiments 
section of the disclosure is silent with respect to updating. Also, claims 22-62 
and 64-70 are directed toward a "fragment' of an electronic document, 
however the originally filed disclosure is silent with respect to a document 
fragment. Likewise, the terms "metadata fragment', "invalid fragment", "to-be- 
deleted fragment', "corresponding fragment', "prescribed metadata fragment', 
"fragment identifier", "a fragment describing metadata", "updating a fragment', 
"deleting a fragment', "fragment is based on XML", "version of said fragment' 
are not defined nor can they even be found in the disclosure. Furthermore, 
the term "metadata" is used in the claims, without support for the term in the 
disclosure. The examiner has reviewed the originally filed specification, and 
has failed to find support for the added limitations. Applicant is required to 
cancel the new matter in response to this office action. 
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14. Claims 12-15, 20, 22-62 and 63-70 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first 
paragraph, as failing to comply with the enablement requirement. The 
claim(s) contains subject matter, which was not described in the specification 
in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with 
which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the invention. Claims 
12-15, 20, 22-62 and 63-70 use the term "notified" in a manner contrary to the 
ordinary meaning of the word, and the originally filed disclosure fails to define 
this term as it is used in the claims. For instance claim 12 recites: "wherein 
deletion of said metadata fragment to said television program is notified by 
adding to-be-deleted fragment'. The context of the sentence indicates to the 
examiner that the meaning of the term "notified' must be similar to the terms 
"completed' or "accomplished'. However, claim 20 uses the terms "notifies" 
and "notified' with apparently different meaning. The claim recites "receiving 
an invalid element which notifies at least one version of said prescribed 
metadata fragment. The examiner is not sure if the term "notifies" is used to 
mean "modifies" or "to send notice" (however, the disclosure fails to support 
either of these meanings). Claim 20 also recites "deleting said prescribed 
metadata fragment notified as said invalid fragment'. Here, the meaning of 
the term "notified' seems to be directed toward "identified' or "determined'. 
Applicant is required to clarify the meaning of these terms. Applicant is 
reminded that no new matter may be added. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

15. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in 
this Office action: 

"A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published 
under section 122(b), by another filed in the United States before the 
invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an 
application for patent by another filed in the United States before the 
invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international 
application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the 
effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United 
States only if the international application designated the United States 
and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English 
language." 

16. Claims 12-15, 20, 22-62 and 63-70 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as 
being anticipated by Abajian, US Patent 6,847,977, filed 6/11/2001, patented 
1/25/2005. 

17. Regarding independent claim 12, Abajian discloses supplying an 
electronic document based on XML. Abajian recites: "Web page content 
includes HTML, XML, metatags, and any other text on the web page" (column 
4, lines 44-47). XML inherently uses a syntax defining a structure of the 
electronic document. Abajian discloses a document with an invalid element 
related to a television program. Abajian recites: "In an exemplary embodiment 
of the invention, a streaming media file is retrieved and played to determine it 
is valid. If determined to be invalid (not successful in step 52), the Internet 
stream object is assigned a later time and priority" (column 8 lines 17-22). 
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Abajian defines the Internet stream object as a television program. Abajian 
recites: "Metadata may also be transmitted in a stream in parallel or as part of 
the stream used to transmit a media file (a High Definition television 
broadcast is transmitted on one stream and metadata, in the form of an 
electronic programming guide, is transmitted on a second stream)" (column 4, 
lines 57-62). Abajian discloses deleting metadata related to a television 
program. Abajian recites: "Promoter 82 adds, deletes, and/or updates the 
data (including metadata) associated with a media file in accordance with the 
requirements of the target search system" (column 14, lines 64-66). 

18. Regarding dependent claim 13, Abajian discloses an element identifier 
in the table shown in column 4 lines 35-43. Abajian discloses deleting as 
described above. 

19. Regarding dependent claim 14, Abajian discloses deleting fragments of 
the corresponding document. Abajian recites: "Promoter 82 adds, deletes, 
and/or updates the data (including metadata) associated with a media file in 
accordance with the requirements of the target search system" (column 14, 
lines 64-66). 

20. Regarding dependent claim 15, Abajian discloses invalid elements, 
deleted fragments and identifiers as described above. 

21. Regarding independent claim 20, Abajian discloses updating metadata 
fragments included in an electronic document. Abajian recites: "Promoter 82 
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adds, deletes, and/or updates the data (including metadata) associated with a 
media file in accordance with the requirements of the target search system" 
(column 14, lines 64-66). Abajian discloses an update version of the 
metadata. Abajian recites: "Genre annotation comprises updating the genre 
metadata to ensure proper formatting" (column 12, lines 7-9). Abajian 
discloses an identifier and deleting as described above. 

22. Regarding claims 22-62 and 64-70, the claims are directed toward a 
method for the method of claims 12-15 and 20, and are rejected using the 
same rationale. 



Conclusion 

23. The following prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered 
pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 



Patent 


Date 


Inventor 


• US-5,892,900A 


04-1999 


Ginter et al. 


» US-6,185,329 B1 


02-2001 


Zhang et al. 


• US-6,473,794 B1 


10-2002 


Guheen et al. 


• US-6,675,267 B2 


01-2004 


Rovati, Fabrizio 


• US-6,760,746 B1 


07-2004 


Schneider, Eric 


US-6,847,977 B2 


01-2005 


Abajian, Aram Christian 


US-6,873,693 B1 


03-2005 


Langseth et al. 


US-6,877,002 B2 


04-2005 


Prince, John 


US-6,941,300 B2 


09-2005 


Jensen-Grey, Sean S 



24. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Gregory J. Vaughn whose telephone 
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number is (571) 272-4131. The examiner can normally be reached Monday to 
Friday from 8:00 am to 5:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Stephen S. Hong can be reached at (571) 272-4124. 
The fax phone number for the organization where this application or 
proceeding is assigned is (571) 272-2100. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status 
information for published applications may be obtained from either Private 
PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is 
available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center 
(EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). , 



STEPHENHONG 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 




Gregory J. Vaughn 
March 16, 2006 



